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Abstract

Neutrino cross sections are a critical ingredient in experiments that depend on neutrino
scattering to reconstruct event kinematics and infer neutrino characteristics, like NOvA and
T2K. An opportunity exists to reduce the 5-10% broad uncertainty on neutrino cross sections
by producing more measurements of neutrino scattering from light nuclear targets at the rele-
vant energies. Bubble chambers with light nuclear targets would be ideal for these measure-
ments but the most recent device designed for use with an accelerator neutrino source is at
least fifty years old. A new bubble chamber with light nuclear targets could be designed by ob-
serving how the technology has progressed for use in dark matter experiments and producing
smaller modular devices that use more efficient cooling systems. A smaller modular device
could also be designed for deployment to all functioning neutrino beams, but an investigation
of the proper operating characteristics is necessary to adapt newer detectors to the structure of
contemporary neutrino beams.

1 Introduction
Most currently operating and proposed neutrino experiments indirectly rely on previously mea-
sured neutrino interaction cross sections to reconstruct the characteristics of events involving neu-
trinos. For example, leading long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments like T2K and NOvA
directly use function extractions from world neutrino cross-section data in neutrino interaction
generators to simulate event topology and detector response.While the uncertainties on the cur-
rent generation of long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments are statistical, large uncertainties
in neutrino-nucleus cross sections occupy a significant portion of the systematic error budgets on
both experiments [1, 2]. Although manifesting in each experiment in different ways, the under-
lying problem is due to a broad uncertainty in neutrino cross-sections of between 5% and 10%
[3].

Neutrino scattering from nuclei can be conceptually divided into two broad stages. The first
stage consists of the initial neutrino interaction with the nucleus, constituent nucleon(s), or quark(s)
using one of multiple possible overlapping processes. The second stage is characterized by the
secondary interactions of the products of the first stage with cold nuclear matter as they propagate
through the nucleus (or nucleon)–dubbed Final State Interactions (FSI) [4]. The overwhelming
majority of existing world-data was collected with relatively heavy nuclei, embedding significant
model dependence in cross-section extractions and reducing the exclusionary power of generators
using these cross sections. Also, in many cases, direct measurements on light nuclear targets serve
as direct inputs into analyses. A significant reduction in uncertainties can come from making
new dedicated measurements of neutrino scattering on light nuclear targets like hydrogen and
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deuterium [5]. At a minimum, the first and second stages of interaction in neutrino scattering can
be factorized.

The most recent detectors designed to use light nuclear targets are 50-year-old hydrogen bubble
chamber experiments like the Fermilab 15’ Bubble Chamber, the Argonne National Laboratory
12’ Bubble Chamber, and the Brookhaven National Laboratory 80” Bubble Chamber[6, 7, 8]. The
latest results from these experiments are an important (albeit small) contribution to world data, but
the field has significantly progressed since these data were collected and analyzed. Even modern
reanalysis designed to improve the precision of bubble chamber data shows significant tension,
negatively contributing to the overall uncertainty of the cross-section extractions supporting event
generators [9].

It is possible that a new bubble chamber project could provide a complementary neutrino scat-
tering dataset to the Near Detector (ND) programs of both DUNE and T2HK, significantly increas-
ing the precision of their flagship measurements through the deconvolution of initial and final state
neutrino-nucleus interactions [10, 11]. If used with the ultra-high intensity beams expected in the
next generation of precision neutrino experiments, a new bubble chamber could make large contri-
butions to nuclear physics, including broadly contributing to an understanding of nuclear structure
however historic designs would miss significant portions of beam due to the cooling required for
continuous cycling. This paper proposes the development of a new device which will use many of
the design principles of historic devices along with ideas from contemporary dark matter focused
chambers at a much smaller size to reduce cost and bulk cooling requirements. Critical focus
for this project consists of finding the best operating characteristics of a new modular device for
application in a wide selection of neutrino beams.

2 Bubble Chamber Operation and Characteristics
Bubble chambers operate through the manipulation of a working fluid that begins in a superheated
state at a preferred temperature through pressurization with a movable piston. Before observing
events, the working fluid is shifted into a meta-stable state through piston movement to a higher
volume, significantly reducing the pressure on the working fluid and allowing the device to occupy
a sensitive state where energy deposition into the medium above a certain threshold produces
bubbles [12, 13]. A representation of the state of the working fluid through the operation of the
bubble chamber is reproduced from a cited reference in Figure 1 [14]. After the appearance of
bubbles, which traced particle tracks, a picture was taken by a traditional camera.

Device operation is heavily dependent on the working fluid and its operating temperature which
had a direct effect on the Gibbs free energy of the system. Both properties (the temperature and
Gibbs free energy) are directly related to the energy deposition threshold for bubble nucleation. An
examination of bubble size and detector sensitivity for the SLAC 1m Hybrid Chamber, which was
partially filled with hydrogen, is reproduced from a cited reference in 2 [15]. Offline analysis was
typically done by human observers who identified relevant events by eye, and processed analysis
with the earliest computers. Raw images from bubble chambers were exceptionally precise and,
with meticulous reconstruction of events, yielded high-precision event-by-event reconstruction.
The standard for spatial and momentum resolution in historic devices were less than a millimeter
and around 2% of the total momentum, respectively [14]. Specialized cameras and holographic
techniques could increase the spatial resolution to less than 10 µm [6].
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Figure 1: A Brief Review of Bubble Chamber Thermodynamics (From Ref. [14]) Ideally, a bub-
ble chamber would start operation with a working fluid in the liquid phase well below the critical
temperature, Tk. In a relatively uncontrolled environment with similar fluid and conditions (equiv-
alent temperature and pressure, and with T<<Tk), as volume expanded, a boiling fluid would
randomly see bubble nucleation through any imperfection at the fluid boundary. At this stage any
changes in volume produce more gas until the entire liquid had been boiled off at point E. In a
bubble chamber with a smooth boundary, the working fluid would follow paths A to B, changing
phase to point D only as a consequence of energy deposition from charged particles. The energy
required to ”activate” the medium is directly proportional to the Gibbs Free Energy of the system.

4



Figure 2: Bubble Chamber Sensitivity and Bubble Size (From Ref. [15]) The figure shows
bubble chamber sensitivity and bubble survival time as a function of bubble size for the SLAC
1m Hydrogen Hybrid Bubble Chamber. The working fluid is protium. The top plot shows piston
expansion (a pressure drop) with a maximum allowed bubble size of 450 µm and the bottom plot
shows the same sensitivity but with a maximum allowed bubble size of 300 µm. While the over
pressure in both instances remains the same, changing the operating state of the working fluid
allows for quicker cycling.
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The most recent accelerator focused design was the hydrogen filled Fermilab 15’ Bubble Cham-
ber, which observed neutrinos generated by the historic 400 GeV Fermilab proton synchrotron. The
Fermilab 15’ Bubble Chamber was characterized by a simplified design with stainless-steel inner
chambers and synced to a known beam arrival time. The chamber was rapidly cycled to prevent
boiling and could sustain a 1 Hz cycling rate for 10 seconds before requiring a 50 second downtime
to reset however, the device was mechanically capable of cycling at a rate of 3 Hz. The limiting
factor for a continuously cycling configuration was the cooling capacity of the chamber which was
6.6 kW [16, 17]. A schematic of the Fermilab 15’ Bubble Chamber is shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3: Schematic of the 15’ Bubble Chamber (From Ref. [6])The figure shows a schematic of
the Fermilab 15’ Bubble Chamber and typifies the design of dirty bubble chambers. This bubble
chamber was last of the large bubble chambers and concluded operation on 1988. In this design,
the primary working fluid was hydrogen and deuterium.

Recent prototype dark matter-focused bubble chambers constructed by the PICO and Scin-
tillating Bubble Chamber (SBC) collaborations have unequivocally demonstrated that advances in
sensor technology, computing, and automation can match or exceed the precision of historic cham-
bers but newer chamber designs operate with a key difference compared to historic devices. Newer
chambers are all “clean” style devices, deploying silica or glass inner vessels with microscopically
“smooth” contact surfaces to reduce the number of bubble nucleation sites (sites for uncontrolled
boiling) at the edges of the detector [18, 19, 20]. A schematic of the PICO-60 prototype is repro-
duced from a cited reference in Figure 4 [21].

This design feature allows the superheated sensing medium to remain active for longer periods
of time (minute to hours) at higher pressures and relative Gibbs free energy compared to historic
accelerator focused, ”dirty”, bubble chambers [22]. Current clean chambers are unsuitable for the
observation of neutrino scattering–lower pressures, higher temperatures, and a completely different
range of Gibbs free energies allows for long sensitivity times but take much longer to cycle than
historic accelerator focused ”dirty” chambers.
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Figure 4: Schematic of the PICO-60 bubble chamber (From Ref. [21]) The figure shows a
schematic of the PICO-60 bubble chamber. This chamber design is one of the new generation of
clean bubble chambers designed to detect dark matter. Newer chambers use silica glass to contain
the target fluid, which in this case is C3F8. Water is used as a buffer fluid to manipulate the state of
the target fluid. This particular chamber can be triggered acoustically.

3 A Modern Bubble Chamber Concept
A new chamber must be designed for the observation of neutrinos from modern source of neutri-
nos. Many important questions arise concerning the m ost cost-effective way of constructing a new
device or devices, and once a functioning device exists, where to put it. One idea is the develop-
ment of a modular device of a standard size (around 1 ton of protium with a 1.5 m characteristic
length), with embedded cryogenic support, piston, magnet, and edge detection through embedded
scintillator. A single device could be deployed as a beam target for a larger suite of detectors or
arrays of such a device could be deployed as a single detector (a la ArgonCube), improving the
overall number of events to be collected [23]. Ideally, a new hydrogen bubble chamber would be
placed in beam from the Long Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) but many options for acceler-
ator based neutrino sources exist including the Neutrinos at the Main Injector (NuMI) beam, the
Booster Neutrino Beam (BNB), and the J-PARC Main Ring.

While the beam design has not yet been finalized, its spill structure can be approximated con-
sidering the spill structure of the NuMI beam [24]. The NuMI beam has an approximate spill
length of ten microseconds and repetition rate on the scale of a single Hertz. A minimally suffi-
cient new device would be a simple dirty style chamber with similar operating regime to the older
chambers (4-10 atmospheres at around 20K) that could indefinitely cycle at 1 Hz and would be
sensitive for at least 10 milliseconds per expansion. An array of ten or more of these devices could
yield millions of events over the lifetime of the DUNE/LBNF program and create a neutrino sam-
ple with complementarity to work on the upcoming Electron Ion Collider (EIC), reintroducing it
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as a novel probe of nucleon structure because of its clean access to axial vector current observables
[25].

The Fermilab BNB would require fast cycling (greater than 10 Hz) or devices with longer sen-
sitivity times and novel triggering techniques [26]. BNB has a shorter spill length than the NuMI
beam (less than 2 microseconds) but a repetition rate between 5 and 15 Hz. While this cycling time
was mechanically possible for smaller historic dirty chambers, this choice would dramatically in-
crease the required cooling load. A much simpler clean style device would have longer sensitivity
and be active for every neutrino (as opposed to every beam spill) but would require an interior
coated with Teflon, precise electropolishing, or metallic electroplating. It would also require the
development of an operating thermodynamic regime somewhere between the preferred states of
the historic dirty chambers and current clean chambers. A Fermilab Lab Directed Research & De-
velopment (LDRD) project investigating the best design for a bubble chamber with light nuclear
targets has been funded and will investigate the feasibility of adapting different operating states for
different beam lines.

4 Conclusion
Uncertainty on neutrino-nucleus cross sections affects all experiments that depend on neutrino
scattering to infer neutrino properties, including all current and proposed long-baseline neutrino
oscillation experiments. Broad uncertainties on neutrino-nucleus cross sections are between 5%
and 10% but can be greatly improved through measurements of neutrino scattering on light nu-
clear targets like hydrogen and deuterium. Historic examples of devices with light nuclear targets
include bubble chambers produced and hosted by Fermilab, Argonne, and Brookhaven National
Laboratories. The most recent of these examples, the Fermilab 15’ Bubble Chamber was a dirty
bubble chamber, characterized by cycling that was timed to beam structure. The Fermilab 15’
Bubble Chamber had short sensitivity times, relatively short cycling times, and a long reset time
relative to the beam due to cooling limitations.

A new generation of clean bubble chambers like the PICO-60 prototype offer an example of
how to approach a contemporary bubble chamber with light nuclear targets but have heavy nuclear
targets and are not designed to cycle on the timescales associated with accelerator based neutrinos
sources. A new design would use the progress made from contemporary devices to adapt historic
dirty bubble chambers to existing and future beamlines. Neutrino beams that could host a bub-
ble chamber currently exist at Fermilab (NuMI Beam and BNB) and J-PARC but the option that
maximizes the statistics of a new experiment would be a new dedicated hall in the DUNE/LBNF
beam. Important bubble chamber design characteristics for accelerator based neutrino sources are
modular devices with either long sensitivity times enabled by smooth chamber walls and novel
triggering or quick cycling times enabled by efficient cooling and favorable states of the working
fluid. A Fermilab LDRD has been funded which will investigate the feasibility of developing a
modern modular bubble chamber for light nuclear targets.
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